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under the plenary powers, and that the decision so taken, being the decision 
of the International Commission, is truly recorded in the present Opinion 
No. 625. 1 

N. D. RILEY w. E. CHINA 

Secretary Assistant Secretary 

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature 

London 

23 October 1961 


COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSED PRESERVATION OF THE NAME CERASTES 
FOR THE SAND VIPERS. Z.N.(S.) 724 

(see volume 18, pages 170-171 and 315) 

By Hobart M. Smith ( Professor of Zoology, University of Illinois, Urbana, Illinois, U.S.A.) 

The generic name As pis has been used occasionally in recent years by specialists aware of 
its claim to acceptance in lieu of Cerastes for the sand vipers. However, a review of the entries 
m the Zoological Record since 1936, when Stejneger proposed replacement of Cerastes by Aspis, 
™. that , at t ^ ree ' c l uart f5 of th e references to this genus continued to fall under the 
name Cerastes . This fact coupled with the abundance of pre-1936 literature under the sole 
f n e £*i n £ 7 Cerastes, and the general biological importance of the genus, make it clearly in the 
interest of nomenclatural stability to preserve the name Cerastes for the sand vipers. 

By Robert Mertens and Konrad Klemmer ( Natur-Museum und Forschnngs-Institut 
Senckenberg, Frankfurt am Main, Germany) 

Pf T h o e 7 1 T ginal .§ r °P. 0Sal t0 s ^PP^ ess the generic name Cerastes Laurenti, 1768, by Schmidt, 
rZo H Veridge ha f com P letel y been changed due to the amendment published by W. E. 

n r °f°f S )! S ^ h ; 6 ; vaIldat 7 n 7 the generic name Cerastes Laurenti (1768, Synopsis 
l °° luher cer ™ tes Lmnaeus, 1758, as type-species, a nominal species not 

hvfbit y m<duded the genus Cerastes . Our first comment (Mertens, see volume 18, page 354) 
by this amendment is out of context. F g ’ 

agai " aU the P roblems involved, we now conclude that the suggested 
validation of Cerastes Laurenti, in order to retain this name for the North African and Arabian 

desiL^th*n > J f r 6 ; b /? St s ® lut * on . to tbe case - fi y strict application of the Rules the deplorable 
designation of Coluber rhombeatus Linnaeus, 1758, by Fejervdry (1923, Zool Am. 56 : 172) 

nn VvS e 'T C1 l S ’ W i 0Uld mak r e ullavailabI e the name Cerastes for the genus of viperid snakes, and 
H9o b v ( 1768> S y no Psis Reptilium : 105) cannot be used. Stejnc ge ; 

bv tur ” d - M : 83) was wrong in suggesting that the type-species of Aspis is, 
^r 17, As ?'° d£0 P at ™ Laurenti, 1768. The reference to the pre-Linnean 
f I anU - m tb 7 s ^ on y“y of Cleopatrae does not satisfy the provisions of the 
Thn! • V ther ! 18 n0t ldentlt - v but similarity with the newly established genus name. 

Thus the designation as type-species of Aspis intestinalis Laurenti, 1768, by Barbour (1914 

tbtdeZluttT 1 - ° l t l '■ 92) ’ iS t0 *» re S arded « the first ' 4lid t^e designation! By 
nnmp - n 4 U d become a senior subjective synonvm of the well-known generic 

?amih KlarX ^ < f 2 : P kte 86), for the Indian oo ra taZfThe 

9 h „7 dRC , .°'’.‘ ho oth , er hand, the earnest name available for the genus of sand vipers 
Mould bo Gonyechis Fitzmger (1843, Systema Reptilium : 28). P 

of,hen T oml e r^! P ! e Chang f " hich ’ by 6trict ®PP ]i cation of the Code, would be the result 
fore In a^^on^tnt^e 8 me i n ®hove, would lead to the greatest confusion. There- 

Commission to i,»^< nh»n dment “ ade by " \ E ' China , w e strongly recommend the International 
H68rriih js Ji^ ,^.nwf y r P& "' er . 8 - m .-°Jo er ‘° su PP ress the generic name Aspis Laurenti, 
Barbour 1914 P for thl L»«renti 1,68, as type-species, by subsequent designation by 

. the purposes of the Law of Priority but not of the Law of Homonymy, as 
proposed by Schimdt, Pope an d Loveridge in their first application. 7 7 

Full, zool . Xomencl., Vol. 19, Part 2. March 1962. ~ 




